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review under Executive Order 12866, 
and any changes made in response to 
OMB recommendations have been 
documented in the docket for this 
action. 

B. Paperwork Reduction Act 
The information collection 

requirements associated with this 
proposed action are included in the 
information collection requirements 
addressing the HMIWI standards in 
their entirety, which have been 
submitted for approval to the OMB 
under the Paperwork Reduction Act, 44 
U.S.C. 3501 et seq. The Information 
Collection Request (ICR) documents 
prepared by EPA have been assigned 
EPA ICR number 1899.04 for subpart Ce 
and 1730.05 for subpart Ec. 

The requirements in this proposed 
action result in industry recordkeeping 
and reporting burden associated with 
review of the amendments for all 
HMIWI, initial EPA Method 22 testing 
for all HMIWI, annual inspections of 
scrubbers and fabric filters for all 
HMIWI, and stack testing and 
development of new parameter limits 
for HMIWI that need to make 
performance improvements. The total 
nationwide recordkeeping and reporting 
burden of this proposed action is 
estimated at 722 hours at a cost of 
approximately $32,800. This burden 
and cost would only be applicable once. 
After that, the total nationwide 
recordkeeping and reporting burden and 
costs would be $0 (above and beyond 
current burden and costs). 

The annual average burden associated 
with the emission guidelines over the 
first 3 years following promulgation of 
this proposed action is estimated to be 
49,878 hours at a total annual labor cost 
of $2,433,045. The total annualized 
capital/startup costs and operation and 
maintenance (O&M) costs associated 
with the monitoring requirements, EPA 
Method 22 testing, storage of data and 
reports, and photocopying and postage 
over the 3-year period of the ICR are 
estimated at $407,953 and $333,258 per 
year, respectively. (The annual 
inspection costs are included under the 
recordkeeping and reporting labor 
costs.) The annual average burden 
associated with the NSPS over the first 
3 years following promulgation of this 
proposed action is estimated to be 2,004 
hours at a total annual labor cost of 
$91,011. The total annualized capital/ 
startup costs are estimated at $13,046, 
with total operation and maintenance 
costs of $36,310 per year. 

Burden means the total time, effort, or 
financial resources expended by persons 
to generate, maintain, retain, or disclose 
or provide information to or for a 

Federal agency. This includes the time 
needed to review instructions; develop, 
acquire, install, and utilize technology 
and systems for the purposes of 
collecting, validating, and verifying 
information, processing and 
maintaining information, and disclosing 
and providing information; adjust the 
existing ways to comply with any 
previously applicable instructions and 
requirements; train personnel to be able 
to respond to a collection of 
information; search data sources; 
complete and review the collection of 
information; and transmit or otherwise 
disclose the information. 

An Agency may not conduct or 
sponsor, and a person is not required to 
respond to a collection of information 
unless it displays a currently valid OMB 
control number. The OMB control 
numbers for EPA’s regulations are listed 
in 40 CFR part 9. 

To comment on the Agency’s need for 
this information, the accuracy of the 
provided burden estimates, and any 
suggested methods for minimizing 
respondent burden, including the use of 
automated collection techniques, EPA 
has established a public docket for this 
action, which includes these ICR 
documents, under Docket ID No. EPA– 
HQ–OAR–2006–0534. Submit any 
comments related to the ICR documents 
for this proposed action to EPA and 
OMB. See ADDRESSES section at the 
beginning of this notice for where to 
submit comments to EPA. Send 
comments to OMB at the Office of 
Information and Regulatory Affairs, 
Office of Management and Budget, 725 
17th Street, NW., Washington, DC 
20503, Attention: Desk Office for EPA. 
Since OMB is required to make a 
decision concerning the ICR between 30 
and 60 days after February 6, 2007, a 
comment to OMB is best assured of 
having its full effect if OMB receives it 
by March 8, 2007. The final action will 
respond to any OMB or public 
comments on the information collection 
requirements contained in this proposal. 

C. Regulatory Flexibility Act 
The Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA) 

generally requires an agency to prepare 
a regulatory flexibility analysis of any 
rule subject to notice and comment 
rulemaking requirements under the 
Administrative Procedures Act or any 
other statute unless the agency certifies 
that the proposed action will not have 
a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
Small entities include small businesses, 
small government organizations, and 
small government jurisdictions. 

For purposes of assessing the impacts 
of this proposed action on small 

entities, small entity is defined as 
follows: (1) A small business as defined 
by the Small Business Administration’s 
(SBA) regulations at 13 CFR 121.201; (2) 
a small governmental jurisdiction that is 
a government of a city, county, town, 
school district or special district with a 
population of less than 50,000; or (3) a 
small organization that is any not-for- 
profit enterprise that is independently 
owned and operated and is not 
dominant in its field. 

After considering the economic 
impacts of this proposed action on small 
entities, I certify that this action will not 
have a significant economic impact on 
a substantial number of small entities. 
Because none of the HMIWI facilities 
are expected to be significantly 
impacted by this proposed action, that 
also means that none of the four small 
entity-owned facilities would be 
expected to be significantly impacted. 
None of the 22 HMIWI that we estimate 
would need to make improvements in 
order to meet the proposed emission 
limits are owned by small entities. The 
only estimated economic impacts on 
small entities would result from the 
additional monitoring requirements 
(annual control device inspections), 
testing requirements (one-time EPA 
Method 22 testing), and associated 
recordkeeping and reporting 
requirements of this proposed action. 

We continue to be interested in the 
potential impacts of this proposed 
action on small entities and welcome 
comments on issues related to such 
impacts. 

D. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act 
Title II of the Unfunded Mandates 

Reform Act (UMRA) of 1995, Public 
Law 104–4, establishes requirements for 
Federal agencies to assess the effects of 
their regulatory actions on State, local, 
and Tribal governments and the private 
sector. Under section 202 of the UMRA, 
EPA generally must prepare a written 
statement, including a cost-benefit 
analysis, for proposed and final rules 
with ‘‘Federal mandates’’ that may 
result in expenditures by State, local, 
and Tribal governments, in the 
aggregate, or by the private sector, of 
$100 million or more in any 1 year. 
Before promulgating an EPA rule for 
which a written statement is needed, 
section 205 of the UMRA generally 
requires EPA to identify and consider a 
reasonable number of regulatory 
alternatives and adopt the least costly, 
most cost-effective, or least burdensome 
alternative that achieves the objectives 
of the proposed rule. The provisions of 
section 205 do not apply when they are 
inconsistent with applicable law. 
Moreover, section 205 allows EPA to 
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adopt an alternative other than the least 
costly, most cost-effective, or least 
burdensome alternative if EPA 
publishes with the final rule an 
explanation why that alternative was 
not adopted. 

Before EPA establishes any regulatory 
requirements that may significantly or 
uniquely affect small governments, 
including Tribal governments, EPA 
must develop a small government 
agency plan under section 203 of the 
UMRA. The plan must provide for 
notifying potentially affected small 
governments, enabling officials of 
affected small governments to have 
meaningful and timely input in the 
development of EPA’s regulatory 
proposals with significant Federal 
intergovernmental mandates, and 
informing, educating, and advising 
small governments on compliance with 
the regulatory requirements. 

EPA has determined that this 
proposed action does not contain a 
Federal mandate that may result in 
expenditures of $100 million or more 
for State, local, and Tribal governments, 
in the aggregate, or the private sector in 
any 1 year. Thus, this proposed action 
is not subject to the requirements of 
section 202 and 205 of the UMRA. In 
addition, EPA has determined that this 
proposed action contains no regulatory 
requirements that might significantly or 
uniquely affect small governments. 
Therefore, this proposed action is not 
subject to the requirements of section 
203 of the UMRA. 

E. Executive Order 13132: Federalism 
Executive Order 13132 (64 FR 43255; 

August 10, 1999), requires EPA to 
develop an accountable process to 
ensure ‘‘meaningful and timely input by 
State and local officials in the 
development of regulatory policies that 
have federalism implications.’’ ‘‘Policies 
that have federalism implications’’ are 
defined in the Executive Order to 
include regulations that have 
‘‘substantial direct effects on the States, 
on the relationship between the national 
government and the States, or on the 
distribution of power and 
responsibilities among the various 
levels of government.’’ This proposed 
action does not have federalism 
implications. It will not have substantial 
direct effects on the States, on the 
relationship between the national 
government and the States, or on the 
distribution of power and 
responsibilities among the various 
levels of government, as specified in 
Executive Order 13132. This proposed 
action will not impose substantial direct 
compliance costs on State or local 
governments, and will not preempt 

State law. Thus, Executive Order 13132 
does not apply to this proposed action. 

In the spirit of Executive Order 13132, 
and consistent with EPA policy to 
promote communications between EPA 
and State and local governments, EPA 
specifically solicits comment on this 
proposed action from State and local 
officials. 

F. Executive Order 13175: Consultation 
and Coordination With Indian Tribal 
Governments 

Executive Order 13175, (65 FR 67249; 
November 9, 2000), requires EPA to 
develop an accountable process to 
ensure ‘‘meaningful and timely input by 
Tribal officials in the development of 
regulatory policies that have Tribal 
implications.’’ 

This proposed action does not have 
Tribal implications, as specified in 
Executive Order 13175. It will not have 
substantial direct effects on Tribal 
governments, on the relationship 
between the Federal government and 
Indian tribes, or on the distribution of 
power and responsibilities between the 
Federal government and Indian tribes, 
as specified in Executive Order 13175. 
EPA is not aware of any HMIWI owned 
or operated by Indian Tribal 
governments. Thus, Executive Order 
13175 does not apply to this proposed 
action. 

G. Executive Order 13045: Protection of 
Children From Environmental Health 
and Safety Risks 

Executive Order 13045 (62 FR 19885; 
April 23, 1997), applies to any rule that: 
(1) Is determined to be ‘‘economically 
significant’’ as defined under Executive 
Order 12866, and (2) concerns an 
environmental health or safety risk that 
EPA has reason to believe may have a 
disproportionate effect on children. If 
the regulatory action meets both criteria, 
EPA must evaluate the environmental 
health or safety effects of the planned 
rule on children, and explain why the 
planned regulation is preferable to other 
potentially effective and reasonably 
feasible alternatives EPA considered. 

EPA interprets Executive Order 13045 
as applying only to those regulatory 
actions that are based on health or safety 
risks, such that the analysis required 
under section 5–501 of the Executive 
Order has the potential to influence the 
regulation. This proposed action is not 
subject to Executive Order 13045 
because it is based on technology 
performance and not on health and 
safety risks. 

H. Executive Order 13211: Actions That 
Significantly Affect Energy Supply, 
Distribution or Use 

This proposed action is not a 
‘‘significant energy action’’ as defined in 
Executive Order 13211, ‘‘Actions 
Concerning Regulations That 
Significantly Affect Energy Supply, 
Distribution, or Use’’ (66 FR 28355; May 
22, 2001) because it is not likely to have 
a significant adverse effect on the 
supply, distribution, or use of energy. 
EPA estimates that the requirements in 
this proposed action would cause some 
HMIWI to increase the horsepower of 
their wet scrubbers, resulting in 
approximately 3,600 megawatt-hours 
per year of additional electricity being 
used. 

Given the negligible change in energy 
consumption resulting from this 
proposed action, EPA does not expect 
any price increase for any energy type. 
The cost of energy distribution should 
not be affected by this proposed action 
at all since the action would not affect 
energy distribution facilities. We also 
expect that there would be no impact on 
the import of foreign energy supplies, 
and no other adverse outcomes are 
expected to occur with regard to energy 
supplies. 

I. National Technology Transfer 
Advancement Act 

Section 12(d) of the National 
Technology Transfer and Advancement 
Act (NTTAA) of 1995 (Pub. L. 104–113, 
Section 12(d), 15 U.S.C. 272 note) 
directs EPA to use voluntary consensus 
standards (VCS) in its regulatory 
activities, unless to do so would be 
inconsistent with applicable law or 
otherwise impractical. The VCS are 
technical standards (e.g., materials 
specifications, test methods, sampling 
procedures, and business practices) that 
are developed or adopted by VCS 
bodies. The NTTAA directs EPA to 
provide Congress, through OMB, 
explanations when the Agency does not 
use available and applicable VCS. 

This proposed action involves 
technical standards. EPA cites the 
following standards: EPA Methods 1, 3, 
3A, 3B, 5, 9, 10, 10B, 22, 23, 26, 26A, 
and 29 in 40 CFR part 60, appendix A. 
Consistent with the NTTAA, EPA 
conducted searches to identify 
voluntary consensus standards in 
addition to these EPA methods. No 
applicable voluntary consensus 
standards were identified for EPA 
Methods 9 and 22. The search and 
review results are in the docket for this 
proposed action. 

Two voluntary consensus standards 
were identified as acceptable 
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alternatives to EPA test methods for the 
purposes of this proposed action. The 
voluntary consensus standard ASME 
PTC 19–10–1981–Part 10, ‘‘Flue and 
Exhaust Gas Analyses,’’ is cited in the 
proposed action for its manual method 
for measuring the oxygen content of 
exhaust gas. This part of ASME PTC 19– 
10–1981–Part 10 is an acceptable 
alternative to EPA Method 3B. 

The voluntary consensus standard 
ASTM D6784–02, ‘‘Standard Test 
Method for Elemental, Oxidized, 
Particle-Bound and Total Mercury Gas 
Generated from Coal-Fired Stationary 
Sources (Ontario Hydro Method),’’ is an 
acceptable alternative to EPA Method 29 
(portion for mercury only) as a method 
for measuring Hg. 

The search for emissions 
measurement procedures identified 16 
other voluntary consensus standards. 
EPA determined that these 16 standards 
identified for measuring emissions of 
the pollutants subject to emission 
standards in this proposed action were 
impractical alternatives to EPA test 
methods for the purposes of this action. 
Therefore, EPA does not intend to adopt 
these standards for this purpose. A 
document that discusses the 
determinations for these 16 methods is 
located in the docket to this proposed 
action. 

Section 60.56c of subpart Ec of 40 
CFR part 60 and § 60.37e of subpart Ce 
of 40 CFR part 60 list the testing 
methods included in the proposed 
action. Under 40 CFR 60.8(b) and 
60.13(i) of subpart A (General 
Provisions), a source may apply to EPA 
for permission to use alternative test 
methods or alternative monitoring 
requirements in place of any required 
testing methods, performance 
specifications, or procedures. 

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 60 

Environmental protection, 
Administrative practice and procedure, 
Air pollution control, Intergovernmental 
relations, Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Dated: January 26, 2007. 
Stephen L. Johnson, 
Administrator. 

For the reasons stated in the 
preamble, title 40, chapter I, part 60 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations is 
proposed to be amended as follows: 

PART 60—[AMENDED] 

1. The authority citation for part 60 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401, et seq. 

Subpart Ce—[Amended] 

2. Section 60.32e is amended by 
revising paragraphs (a) and (i) to read as 
follows: 

§ 60.32e Designated facilities. 
(a) Except as provided in paragraphs 

(b) through (h) of this section, the 
designated facility to which the 
guidelines apply is each individual 
HMIWI for which construction was 
commenced on or before June 20, 1996 
and each individual HMIWI currently 
subject to subpart Ec as promulgated in 
1997 (for which construction was 
commenced after June 20, 1996 but no 
later than February 6, 2007 or for which 
modification commenced after March 
16, 1998 but no later than 6 months after 
the date of promulgation of this 
subpart). 
* * * * * 

(i) Beginning 3 years after the date of 
promulgation of this subpart, or on the 
effective date of an EPA approved 
operating permit program under Clean 
Air Act title V and the implementing 
regulations under 40 CFR part 70 in the 
State in which the unit is located, 
whichever date is later, designated 
facilities subject to this subpart shall 
operate pursuant to a permit issued 
under the EPA-approved operating 
permit program. 

3. Section 60.33e is amended by 
revising paragraph (b) to read as follows: 

§ 60.33e Emission guidelines. 
* * * * * 

(b) For approval, a State plan shall 
include the requirements for emission 
limits at least as protective as those 
requirements listed in Table 2 of this 
subpart for any small HMIWI 
constructed on or before June 20, 1996 
which is located more than 50 miles 
from the boundary of the nearest 
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area 
(defined in § 60.31e) and which burns 
less than 2,000 pounds per week of 
hospital waste and medical/infectious 
waste. The 2,000 lb/week limitation 
does not apply during performance 
tests. 
* * * * * 

4. Section 60.36e is amended by 
adding paragraphs (c) and (d) to read as 
follows: 

§ 60.36e Inspection guidelines. 
* * * * * 

(c) For approval, a State plan shall 
require that each HMIWI subject to the 
emission limits under § 60.33e(a) 
undergo an initial air pollution control 
device inspection that is at least as 
protective as the following within 1 year 
following approval of the State plan: 

(1) At a minimum, an inspection shall 
include the following: 

(i) Inspect air pollution control 
device(s) for proper operation, if 
applicable; 

(ii) Ensure proper calibration of 
thermocouples, sorbent feed systems, 
and any other monitoring equipment; 
and 

(iii) Generally observe that the 
equipment is maintained in good 
operating condition. 

(2) Within 10 operating days 
following an air pollution control device 
inspection, all necessary repairs shall be 
completed unless the owner or operator 
obtains written approval from the State 
agency establishing a date whereby all 
necessary repairs of the designated 
facility shall be completed. 

(d) For approval, a State plan shall 
require that each HMIWI subject to the 
emission limits under § 60.33e(a) 
undergo an air pollution control device 
inspection annually (no more than 12 
months following the previous annual 
air pollution control device inspection), 
as outlined in paragraphs (c)(1) and (2) 
of this section. 

5. Section 60.37e is amended by 
revising paragraphs (a) and (b)(1) and 
adding paragraph (e) to read as follows: 

§ 60.37e Compliance, performance testing, 
and monitoring guidelines. 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph 
(b) of this section, for approval, a State 
plan shall include the requirements for 
compliance and performance testing 
listed in § 60.56c of subpart Ec of this 
part, excluding the fugitive emissions 
annual testing requirement under 
§ 60.56c(c)(3), the CO CEMS 
requirements under § 60.56c(c)(5), and 
the bag leak detection system 
requirements under § 60.57c(g). Sources 
may, however, elect to use CO CEMS as 
specified under § 60.56c(c)(5) or bag 
leak detection systems as specified 
under § 60.57c(g). 

(b) * * * 
(1) Conduct the performance testing 

requirements in § 60.56c(a), (b)(1) 
through (b)(9), (b)(11) (Hg only), (b)(12), 
and (c)(1) of subpart Ec of this part. The 
2,000 lb/week limitation under 
§ 60.33e(b) does not apply during 
performance tests. 
* * * * * 

(e) The owner or operator of a 
designated facility may use the results 
of previous emissions tests to 
demonstrate compliance with the 
emission limits, provided that the 
conditions in paragraphs (e)(1) through 
(e)(3) of this section are met: 

(1) The previous emissions tests must 
have been conducted using the 
applicable procedures and test methods 
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listed in § 60.56c(b)(1) through (b)(9), 
(b)(11) (Hg only), and (b)(12). Previous 
emissions test results obtained using 
EPA-accepted voluntary consensus 
standards are also acceptable. 

(2) The HMIWI at the affected facility 
shall be operated in a manner (e.g., with 
charge rate, secondary chamber 
temperature, etc.) that would be 
expected to result in the same or lower 
emissions than observed during the 
previous emissions test(s), and the 
HMIWI may not have been modified 
such that emissions would be expected 
to exceed (notwithstanding normal test- 
to-test variability) the results from 
previous emissions test(s). 

(3) The previous emissions test(s) 
must have been conducted in 1997 or 
later. 

6. Section 60.38e is amended by 
revising paragraph (a) and adding 
paragraph (c) to read as follows: 

§ 60.38e Reporting and recordkeeping 
guidelines. 

(a) For approval, a State plan shall 
include the reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements listed in § 60.58c(b), (c), 
(d), (e), and (f) of subpart Ec of this part, 
excluding § 60.58c(b)(7) (siting). 
* * * * * 

(c) For approval, a State plan shall 
require the owner or operator of each 
HMIWI subject to the emission limits 
under § 60.33e(a) to: 

(1) Maintain records of the annual air 
pollution control device inspections, 
any required maintenance, and any 
repairs not completed within 10 days of 
an inspection or the timeframe 
established by the State regulatory 
agency; and 

(2) Submit an annual report 
containing information recorded under 
paragraph (c)(1) of this section no later 
than 60 days following the year in 
which data were collected. Subsequent 
reports shall be sent no later than 12 
calendar months following the previous 
report (once the unit is subject to 
permitting requirements under title V of 
the Act, the owner or operator shall 
submit these reports semiannually). The 
report shall be signed by the facilities 
manager. 

7. Section 60.39e is amended as 
follows: 

a. By revising paragraph (a); 
b. By revising paragraph (c) 

introductory text; 
c. By revising paragraph (d)(3); and 
d. By revising paragraph (f). 

§ 60.39e Compliance times. 
(a) Not later than 1 year after the date 

of promulgation of this subpart, each 
State in which a designated facility is 
operating shall submit to the 
Administrator a plan to implement and 
enforce the emission guidelines. 
* * * * * 

(c) State plans that specify measurable 
and enforceable incremental steps of 
progress towards compliance for 
designated facilities planning to install 
the necessary air pollution control 
equipment may allow compliance on or 
before the date 3 years after EPA 
approval of the State plan (but not later 
than 5 years after the date of 
promulgation of this subpart). Suggested 
measurable and enforceable activities to 
be included in State plans are: 
* * * * * 

(d) * * * 
(3) If an extension is granted, require 

compliance with the emission 
guidelines on or before the date 3 years 
after EPA approval of the State plan (but 
not later than 5 years after the date of 
promulgation of this subpart). 
* * * * * 

(f) The Administrator shall develop, 
implement, and enforce a plan for 
existing HMIWI located in any State that 
has not submitted an approvable plan 
within 2 years after the date of 
promulgation of this subpart. Such 
plans shall ensure that each designated 
facility is in compliance with the 
provisions of this subpart no later than 
5 years after the date of promulgation of 
this subpart. 

8. Table 1 to subpart Ce is revised to 
read as follows: 

TABLE 1 TO SUBPART CE.—EMISSION LIMITS FOR SMALL, MEDIUM, AND LARGE HMIWI 

Pollutant Units 
(7 percent oxygen, dry basis) 

Emission limits 
HMIWI size 

Small Medium Large 

Particulate matter ....... Milligrams per dry standard cubic meter (mg/ 
dscm) (grains per dry standard cubic foot 
(gr/dscf)).

69 (0.030) .................. 69 (0.030) .................. 34 (0.015). 

Carbon monoxide ...... Parts per million by volume (ppmv) ............... 25 ............................... 25 ............................... 25. 
Dioxins/furans ............ Nanograms per dry standard cubic meter 

total dioxins/furans (ng/dscm) (grains per 
billion dry standard cubic feet (gr/109 
dscf)) or ng/dscm TEQ (gr/109 dscf).

115 (50) or 2.0 (0.87) 115 (50) or 2.0 (0.87) 115 (50) or 2.0 (0.87). 

Hydrogen chloride ...... ppmv or percent reduction ............................. 51 or 94% .................. 51 or 94% .................. 51 or 94% 
Sulfur dioxide ............. Ppmv ................................................................ 28 ............................... 28 ............................... 28. 
Nitrogen oxides .......... Ppmv ................................................................ 212 ............................. 212 ............................. 212. 
Lead ........................... mg/dscm (grains per thousand dry standard 

cubic feet (gr/103 dscf)) or percent reduc-
tion.

0.64 (0.28) or 71% ..... 0.64 (0.28) or 71% ..... 0.64 (0.28) or 71%. 

Cadmium .................... mg/dscm (gr/103 dscf) or percent reduction .. 0.060 (0.026) or 74% 0.060 (0.026) or 74% 0.060 (0.026) or 74%. 
Mercury ...................... mg/dscm (gr/103 dscf) or percent reduction .. 0.33 (0.14) or 96% ..... 0.33 (0.14) or 96% ..... 0.33 (0.14) or 96%. 

9. Table 2 of subpart Ce is revised to 
read as follows: 

TABLE 2 TO SUBPART CE.—EMISSION LIMITS FOR SMALL HMIWI WHICH MEET THE CRITERIA UNDER § 60.33E(B) 

Pollutant Units 
(7 percent oxygen, dry basis) HMIWI emission limits 

Particulate matter ................................ mg/dscm (gr/dscf) ............................................................................................. 69 (0.030). 
Carbon monoxide ................................ Ppmv .................................................................................................................. 25. 
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TABLE 2 TO SUBPART CE.—EMISSION LIMITS FOR SMALL HMIWI WHICH MEET THE CRITERIA UNDER § 60.33E(B)— 
Continued 

Pollutant Units 
(7 percent oxygen, dry basis) HMIWI emission limits 

Dioxins/furans ...................................... ng/dscm total dioxins/furans (gr/109 dscf) or ng/dscm TEQ (gr/109 dscf) ....... 800 (350) or 15 (6.6). 
Hydrogen chloride ............................... ppmv or percent reduction ............................................................................... 398. 
Sulfur dioxide ...................................... Ppmv .................................................................................................................. 28. 
Nitrogen oxides ................................... Ppmv .................................................................................................................. 212. 
Lead .................................................... mg/dscm (gr/103 dscf) or percent reduction .................................................... 0.60 (0.26). 
Cadmium ............................................. mg/dscm (gr/103 dscf) or percent reduction .................................................... 0.050 (0.022). 
Mercury ............................................... mg/dscm (gr/103 dscf) or percent reduction .................................................... 0.25 (0.11). 

Subpart Ec—[Amended] 

10. Section 60.50c is amended by 
revising paragraphs (a), (k) and (l) to 
read as follows: 

§ 60.50c Applicability and delegation of 
authority. 

(a) Except as provided in paragraphs 
(b) through (h) of this section, the 
affected facility to which this subpart 
applies is each individual hospital/ 
medical/infectious waste incinerator 
(HMIWI): 

(1) For which construction is 
commenced after June 20, 1996 but no 
later than February 6, 2007; 

(2) For which modification is 
commenced after March 16, 1998 but no 
later than 6 months after the date of 
promulgation of this subpart; 

(3) For which construction is 
commenced after February 6, 2007; or 

(4) For which modification is 
commenced after 6 months after the 
date of promulgation of this subpart. 
* * * * * 

(k) The requirements of this subpart 
shall become effective 6 months after 
the date of promulgation of this subpart. 

(l) Beginning 3 years after the date of 
promulgation of this subpart, or on the 
effective date of an EPA-approved 
operating permit program under Clean 
Air Act title V and the implementing 
regulations under 40 CFR part 70 in the 
State in which the unit is located, 
whichever date is later, affected 
facilities subject to this subpart shall 
operate pursuant to a permit issued 
under the EPA approved State operating 
permit program. 

11. Section 60.51c is amended by 
adding a definition for ‘‘Bag leak 
detection system’’ in alphabetical order 
and revising the definition for 
‘‘Minimum secondary chamber 
temperature’’ to read as follows: 

§ 60.51c Definitions. 
Bag leak detection system means an 

instrument that is capable of monitoring 
PM loadings in the exhaust of a fabric 
filter in order to detect bag failures. A 
bag leak detection system includes, but 

is not limited to, an instrument that 
operates on triboelectric, light- 
scattering, light-transmittance, or other 
effects to monitor relative PM loadings. 
* * * * * 

Minimum secondary chamber 
temperature means 90 percent of the 
highest 3-hour average secondary 
chamber temperature (taken, at a 
minimum, once every minute) measured 
during the most recent performance test 
demonstrating compliance with the PM, 
CO, and dioxin/furan emission limits. 
* * * * * 

12. Section 60.52c is amended by 
revising paragraph (c) to read as follows: 

§ 60.52c Emission limits. 

* * * * * 
(c) On and after the date on which the 

initial performance test is completed or 
is required to be completed under 
§ 60.8, whichever date comes first, no 
owner or operator of an affected facility 
shall cause to be discharged into the 
atmosphere visible emissions of 
combustion ash from an ash conveying 
system (including conveyor transfer 
points) in excess of 5 percent of the 
observation period (i.e., 9 minutes per 3- 
hour period), as determined by EPA 
Reference Method 22 of appendix A of 
this part, except as provided in 
paragraphs (d) and (e) of this section. 
* * * * * 

13. Section 60.56c is amended as 
follows: 

a. By revising paragraph (b) 
introductory text; 

b. By revising paragraphs (b)(4) and 
(b)(6) through (b)(8), (b)(9) introductory 
text, and (b)(10); 

c. By revising paragraph (b)(11); 
d. By revising paragraphs (c)(2) 

through (4); 
e. By adding paragraphs (c)(5), and 

(c)(6); 
f. By revising paragraph (d) 

introductory text; 
g. By adding paragraphs (e)(6) and (7); 
h. By adding paragraphs (f)(7) through 

(9); 
i. By adding paragraphs (g)(6) through 

(9); and 

j. By adding paragraph (k). 

§ 60.56c Compliance and performance 
testing. 

* * * * * 
(b) Except as provided in paragraph 

(k) of this section, the owner or operator 
of an affected facility shall conduct an 
initial performance test as required 
under § 60.8 to determine compliance 
with the emission limits using the 
procedures and test methods listed in 
paragraphs (b)(1) through (b)(12) of this 
section. The use of the bypass stack 
during a performance test shall 
invalidate the performance test. 
* * * * * 

(4) EPA Reference Method 3, 3A, or 
3B of appendix A of this part shall be 
used for gas composition analysis, 
including measurement of oxygen 
concentration. EPA Reference Method 3, 
3A, or 3B of appendix A of this part 
shall be used simultaneously with each 
of the other EPA reference methods. As 
an alternative, ASME PTC–19–10–1981- 
Part 10 may be used. 
* * * * * 

(6) EPA Reference Method 5 or 29 of 
appendix A of this part shall be used to 
measure the particulate matter 
emissions. As an alternative, PM CEMS 
may be used as specified in paragraph 
(c)(4) of this section. 

(7) EPA Reference Method 9 of 
appendix A of this part shall be used to 
measure stack opacity. As an 
alternative, demonstration of 
compliance with the PM standards 
using bag leak detection systems as 
specified in § 60.57c(g) or PM CEMS as 
specified in paragraph (c)(4) of this 
section is considered demonstrative of 
compliance with the opacity 
requirements. 

(8) For affected facilities under 
§ 60.50c(a)(1) and (a)(2), EPA Reference 
Method 10 or 10B of appendix A of this 
part shall be used to measure the CO 
emissions. As an alternative, CO CEMS 
may be used as specified in paragraph 
(c)(4) of this section. 

(9) EPA Reference Method 23 of 
appendix A of this part shall be used to 
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measure total dioxin/furan emissions. 
As an alternative, an owner or operator 
may elect to sample dioxins/furans by 
installing, calibrating, maintaining, and 
operating a continuous automated 
sampling system for monitoring dioxin/ 
furan emissions as specified in 
paragraph (c)(6) of this section. For 
Method 23 sampling, the minimum 
sample time shall be 4 hours per test 
run. If the affected facility has selected 
the toxic equivalency standards for 
dioxins/furans, under § 60.52c, the 
following procedures shall be used to 
determine compliance: 
* * * * * 

(10) EPA Reference Method 26 or 26A 
of appendix A of this part shall be used 
to measure HCl emissions, with the 
additional requirements for Method 26A 
specified in paragraphs (b)(10)(i) 
through (iii) of this section. As an 
alternative, HCl CEMS may be used as 
specified in paragraph (c)(4) of this 
section. If the affected facility has 
selected the percentage reduction 
standards for HCl under § 60.52c, the 
percentage reduction in HCl emission 
(%RHCl) is computed using the 
following formula: 
(%RHCl) = (Ei¥Eo)/Ei × 100 
Where: 
%RHCl=percentage reduction of HCl 

emissions achieved; 
Ei=HCl emission concentration measured at 

the control device inlet, corrected to 7 
percent oxygen (dry basis); and 

Eo=HCl emission concentration measured at 
the control device outlet, corrected to 7 
percent oxygen (dry basis). 

(i) The probe and filter shall be 
conditioned prior to sampling using the 
procedure described in paragraphs 
(b)(10)(i)(A) through (C) of this section. 

(A) Assemble the sampling train(s) 
and conduct a conditioning run by 
collecting between 14 liters per minute 
(L/min)_(0.5 cubic feet per minute (ft 3/ 
min)) and 30 L/min (1.0 ft 3/min) of gas 
over a 1-hour period. Follow the 
sampling procedures outlined in section 
8.1.5 of Method 26A of appendix A of 
this part. For the conditioning run, 
water may be used as the impinger 
solution. 

(B) Remove the impingers from the 
sampling train and replace with a fresh 
impinger train for the sampling run, 
leaving the probe and filter (and 
cyclone, if used) in position. Do not 
recover the filter or rinse the probe 
before the first run. Thoroughly rinse 
the impingers used in the 
preconditioning run with deionized 
water and discard these rinses. 

(C) The probe and filter assembly 
shall be conditioned by the stack gas 

and shall not be recovered or cleaned 
until the end of testing. 

(ii) For the duration of sampling, a 
temperature around the probe and filter 
(and cyclone, if used) between 120 °C 
(248 °F) and 134 °C (273 °F) shall be 
maintained. 

(iii) If water droplets are present in 
the sample gas stream, the requirements 
specified in paragraphs (b)(10)(iii)(A) 
and (B) of this section shall be met. 

(A) The cyclone described in section 
6.1.4 of EPA Reference Method 26A of 
appendix A of this part shall be used. 

(B) The post-test moisture removal 
procedure described in section 8.1.6 of 
EPA Reference Method 26A of appendix 
A of this part shall be used. 

(11) EPA Reference Method 29 of 
appendix A of this part shall be used to 
measure Pb, Cd, and Hg emissions. As 
an alternative, Hg emissions may be 
measured using ASTM D6784–02. As an 
alternative for Pb, Cd, and Hg, multi- 
metals CEMS, or Hg CEMS, may be used 
as specified in paragraph (c)(4) of this 
section. If the affected facility has 
selected the percentage reduction 
standards for metals under § 60.52c, the 
percentage reduction in emissions 
(%Rmetal) is computed using the 
following formula: 
(%Rmetal) = (Ei¥Eo)/Ei × 100 
Where: 
%Rmetal=percentage reduction of metal 

emission (Pb, Cd, or Hg) achieved; 
Ei=metal emission concentration (Pb, Cd, or 

Hg) measured at the control device inlet, 
corrected to 7 percent oxygen (dry basis); 
and 

Eo=metal emission concentration (Pb, Cd, or 
Hg) measured at the control device 
outlet, corrected to 7 percent oxygen (dry 
basis). 

* * * * * 
(c) * * * 
(2) Except as provided in paragraphs 

(c)(4) and (c)(5) of this section, 
determine compliance with the PM, CO, 
and HCl emission limits by conducting 
an annual performance test (no more 
than 12 months following the previous 
performance test) using the applicable 
procedures and test methods listed in 
paragraph (b) of this section. If all three 
performance tests over a 3-year period 
indicate compliance with the emission 
limit for a pollutant (PM, CO, or HCl), 
the owner or operator may forego a 
performance test for that pollutant for 
the subsequent 2 years. At a minimum, 
a performance test for PM, CO, and HCl 
shall be conducted every third year (no 
more than 36 months following the 
previous performance test). If a 
performance test conducted every third 
year indicates compliance with the 
emission limit for a pollutant (PM, CO, 
or HCl), the owner or operator may 

forego a performance test for that 
pollutant for an additional 2 years. If 
any performance test indicates 
noncompliance with the respective 
emission limit, a performance test for 
that pollutant shall be conducted 
annually until all annual performance 
tests over a 3-year period indicate 
compliance with the emission limit. The 
use of the bypass stack during a 
performance test shall invalidate the 
performance test. 

(3) For large HMIWI under 
§ 60.50c(a)(1) and (a)(2) and for all 
HMIWI under § 60.50c(a)(3) and (a)(4), 
determine compliance with the visible 
emission limits for fugitive emissions 
from flyash/bottom ash storage and 
handling by conducting a performance 
test using EPA Reference Method 22 on 
an annual basis (no more than 12 
months following the previous 
performance test). 

(4) Facilities using optional CEMS to 
demonstrate compliance with the PM, 
CO, HCl, Pb, Cd, and/or Hg emission 
limits under § 60.52c shall: 

(i) Determine compliance with the 
appropriate emission limit(s) using a 24- 
hour block average, calculated as 
specified in section 12.4.1 of EPA 
Reference Method 19 of appendix A of 
this part. 

(ii) Operate all CEMS in accordance 
with the applicable procedures under 
appendices B and F of this part. For 
those CEMS for which performance 
specifications have not yet been 
promulgated (HCl, multi-metals), this 
option takes effect on the date a final 
performance specification is published 
in the Federal Register or the date of 
approval of a site-specific monitoring 
plan. 

(iii) Be allowed to substitute use of an 
HCl CEMS for the HCl annual 
performance test, minimum HCl sorbent 
flow rate, and minimum scrubber liquor 
pH to demonstrate compliance with the 
HCl emission limit. 

(iv) Be allowed to substitute use of a 
PM CEMS for the PM annual 
performance test and minimum pressure 
drop across the wet scrubber, if 
applicable, to demonstrate compliance 
with the PM emission limit. 

(v) Be allowed to substitute use of a 
CO CEMS for the CO annual 
performance test and minimum 
secondary chamber temperature to 
demonstrate compliance with the CO 
emission limit. 

(5) For affected facilities under 
§ 60.50c(a)(3) and (a)(4), determine 
compliance with the CO emission limit 
using a CO CEMS according to 
paragraphs (c)(5)(i) and (c)(5)(ii) of this 
section: 
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(i) Determine compliance with the CO 
emission limit using a 24-hour block 
average, calculated as specified in 
section 12.4.1 of EPA Reference Method 
19 of appendix A of this part. 

(ii) Operate the CO CEMS in 
accordance with the applicable 
procedures under appendices B and F of 
this part. 

(iii) Use of a CO CEMS may be 
substituted for the CO annual 
performance test and minimum 
secondary chamber temperature to 
demonstrate compliance with the CO 
emission limit. 

(6) Facilities using a continuous 
automated sampling system to 
demonstrate compliance with the 
dioxin/furan emission limits under 
§ 60.52c shall record the output of the 
system and analyze the sample using 
EPA Reference Method 23 of appendix 
A of this part. This option to use a 
continuous automated sampling system 
takes effect on the date a final 
performance specification applicable to 
dioxin/furan from monitors is published 
in the Federal Register or the date of 
approval of a site-specific monitoring 
plan. The owner or operator of an 
affected facility who elects to 
continuously sample dioxin/furan 
emissions instead of sampling and 
testing using EPA Reference Method 23 
shall install, calibrate, maintain, and 
operate a continuous automated 
sampling system and shall comply with 
the requirements specified in 
§ 60.58b(p) and (q) of subpart Eb of this 
part. 

(d) Except as provided in paragraphs 
(c)(4), (c)(5), and (c)(6) of this section, 
the owner or operator of an affected 
facility equipped with a dry scrubber 
followed by a fabric filter, a wet 
scrubber, or a dry scrubber followed by 
a fabric filter and wet scrubber shall: 
* * * * * 

(e) * * * 
(6) For HMIWI under § 60.50c(a)(3) 

and (a)(4), operation of the affected 
facility above the CO emission limit as 
measured by the CO CEMS shall 
constitute a violation of the CO 
emission limit. 

(7) For HMIWI under § 60.50c(a)(3) 
and (a)(4), failure to initiate corrective 
action within 1 hour of a bag leak 
detection system alarm; or failure to 
operate and maintain the fabric filter 
such that the alarm is not engaged for 
more than 5 percent of the total 
operating time in a 6-month block 
reporting period shall constitute a 
violation of the PM emission limit. If 
inspection of the fabric filter 
demonstrates that no corrective action is 
required, no alarm time is counted. If 

corrective action is required, each alarm 
is counted as a minimum of 1 hour. If 
it takes longer than 1 hour to initiate 
corrective action, the alarm time is 
counted as the actual amount of time 
taken to initiate corrective action. If the 
bag leak detection system is used to 
demonstrate compliance with the 
opacity limit, this would also constitute 
a violation of the opacity emission limit. 

(f) * * * 
(7) For HMIWI under § 60.50c(a)(3) 

and (a)(4), operation of the affected 
facility above the CO emission limit as 
measured by the CO CEMS shall 
constitute a violation of the CO 
emission limit. 

(8) For all HMIWI, operation of the 
affected facility above the PM, CO, HCl, 
Pb, Cd, and/or Hg emission limit as 
measured by the CEMS specified in 
paragraph (c)(4) of this section shall 
constitute a violation of the applicable 
emission limit. 

(9) For all HMIWI, operation of the 
affected facility above the CDD/CDF 
emission limit as measured by the 
continuous automated sampling system 
specified in paragraph (c)(6) of this 
section shall constitute a violation of the 
CDD/CDF emission limit. 

(g) * * * 
(6) For HMIWI under § 60.50c(a)(3) 

and (a)(4), operation of the affected 
facility above the CO emission limit as 
measured by the CO CEMS shall 
constitute a violation of the CO 
emission limit. 

(7) For HMIWI under § 60.50c(a)(3) 
and (a)(4), failure to initiate corrective 
action within 1 hour of a bag leak 
detection system alarm; or failure to 
operate and maintain the fabric filter 
such that the alarm is not engaged for 
more than 5 percent of the total 
operating time in a 6-month block 
reporting period shall constitute a 
violation of the PM emission limit. If 
inspection of the fabric filter 
demonstrates that no corrective action is 
required, no alarm time is counted. If 
corrective action is required, each alarm 
is counted as a minimum of 1 hour. If 
it takes longer than 1 hour to initiate 
corrective action, the alarm time is 
counted as the actual amount of time 
taken to initiate corrective action. If the 
bag leak detection system is used to 
demonstrate compliance with the 
opacity limit, this would also constitute 
a violation of the opacity emission limit. 

(8) For all HMIWI, operation of the 
affected facility above the PM, CO, HCl, 
Pb, Cd, and/or Hg emission limit as 
measured by the CEMS specified in 
paragraph (c)(4) of this section shall 
constitute a violation of the applicable 
emission limit. 

(9) For all HMIWI, operation of the 
affected facility above the CDD/CDF 
emission limit as measured by the 
continuous automated sampling system 
specified in paragraph (c)(6) of this 
section shall constitute a violation of the 
CDD/CDF emission limit. 
* * * * * 

(k) The owner or operator of an 
affected facility may use the results of 
previous emissions tests to demonstrate 
compliance with the emission limits, 
provided that the conditions in 
paragraphs (k)(1) through (k)(3) of this 
section are met: 

(1) The previous emissions tests shall 
have been conducted using the 
applicable procedures and test methods 
listed in paragraph (b) of this section. 
Previous emissions test results obtained 
using EPA-accepted voluntary 
consensus standards are also acceptable. 

(2) The HMIWI at the affected facility 
shall be operated in a manner (e.g., with 
charge rate, secondary chamber 
temperature, etc.) that would be 
expected to result in the same or lower 
emissions than observed during the 
previous emissions test(s) and the 
HMIWI may not have been modified 
such that emissions would be expected 
to exceed (notwithstanding normal test- 
to-test variability) the results from 
previous emissions test(s). 

(3) The previous emissions test(s) 
shall have been conducted in 1997 or 
later. 

14. Section 60.57c is amended as 
follows: 

a. By revising paragraph (a); 
b. By adding paragraph (e); 
c. By adding paragraph (f); and 
d. By adding paragraph (g). 

§ 60.57c Monitoring requirements 

(a) Except as provided in 
§ 60.56c(c)(4) through (c)(6), the owner 
or operator of an affected facility shall 
install, calibrate (to manufacturers’ 
specifications), maintain, and operate 
devices (or establish methods) for 
monitoring the applicable maximum 
and minimum operating parameters 
listed in Table 3 to this subpart (unless 
optional CEMS are used as a substitute 
for certain parameters as specified) such 
that these devices (or methods) measure 
and record values for these operating 
parameters at the frequencies indicated 
in Table 3 at all times except during 
periods of startup and shutdown. 
* * * * * 

(e) The owner or operator of an 
affected facility shall ensure that each 
HMIWI subject to the emission limits in 
§ 60.52c undergoes an initial air 
pollution control device inspection that 
is at least as protective as the following: 
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(1) At a minimum, an inspection shall 
include the following: 

(i) Inspect air pollution control 
device(s) for proper operation, if 
applicable; 

(ii) Ensure proper calibration of 
thermocouples, sorbent feed systems, 
and any other monitoring equipment; 
and 

(iii) Generally observe that the 
equipment is maintained in good 
operating condition. 

(2) Within 10 operating days 
following an air pollution control device 
inspection, all necessary repairs shall be 
completed unless the owner or operator 
obtains written approval from the 
Administrator establishing a date 
whereby all necessary repairs of the 
designated facility shall be completed. 

(f) The owner or operator of an 
affected facility shall ensure that each 
HMIWI subject to the emission limits 
under § 60.52c undergoes an air 
pollution control device inspection 
annually (no more than 12 months 
following the previous annual air 
pollution control device inspection), as 
outlined in paragraphs (e)(1) and (e)(2) 
of this section. 

(g) For affected facilities under 
§ 60.50c(a)(3) and (a)(4) using an air 
pollution control device that includes a 
fabric filter and not using PM CEMS, 
determine compliance with the PM 
emission limit using a bag leak 
detection system and meet the 
requirements in paragraphs (g)(1) 
through (g)(12) of this section for each 
bag leak detection system. Affected 
facilities under § 60.50c(a)(1) and (a)(2) 
may elect to demonstrate continuous 
compliance with the PM emission limit 
using a bag leak detection system and 
meet the requirements in paragraphs 
(g)(1) through (g)(12) of this section. 

(1) Each triboelectric bag leak 
detection system shall be installed, 
calibrated, operated, and maintained 
according to the ‘‘Fabric Filter Bag Leak 
Detection Guidance,’’ (EPA 454/R–98– 
015, September 1997). This document is 
available from the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (U.S. EPA); Office of 
Air Quality Planning and Standards; 
Sector Policies and Programs Division; 
Measurement Policy Group (D–243–02), 
Research Triangle Park, NC 27711. This 
document is also available on the 
Technology Transfer Network (TTN) 
under Emission Measurement Center 
Continuous Emission Monitoring. Other 
types of bag leak detection systems shall 
be installed, operated, calibrated, and 
maintained in a manner consistent with 
the manufacturer’s written 
specifications and recommendations. 

(2) The bag leak detection system 
shall be certified by the manufacturer to 

be capable of detecting PM emissions at 
concentrations of 10 milligrams per 
actual cubic meter (0.0044 grains per 
actual cubic foot) or less. 

(3) The bag leak detection system 
sensor shall provide an output of 
relative PM loadings. 

(4) The bag leak detection system 
shall be equipped with a device to 
continuously record the output signal 
from the sensor. 

(5) The bag leak detection system 
shall be equipped with an audible alarm 
system that will sound automatically 
when an increase in relative PM 
emissions over a preset level is detected. 
The alarm shall be located where it is 
easily heard by plant operating 
personnel. 

(6) For positive pressure fabric filter 
systems, a bag leak detector shall be 
installed in each baghouse compartment 
or cell. 

(7) For negative pressure or induced 
air fabric filters, the bag leak detector 
shall be installed downstream of the 
fabric filter. 

(8) Where multiple detectors are 
required, the system’s instrumentation 
and alarm may be shared among 
detectors. 

(9) The baseline output shall be 
established by adjusting the range and 
the averaging period of the device and 
establishing the alarm set points and the 
alarm delay time according to section 
5.0 of the ‘‘Fabric Filter Bag Leak 
Detection Guidance.’’ 

(10) Following initial adjustment of 
the system, the sensitivity or range, 
averaging period, alarm set points, or 
alarm delay time may not be adjusted. 
In no case may the sensitivity be 
increased by more than 100 percent or 
decreased more than 50 percent over a 
365-day period unless such adjustment 
follows a complete fabric filter 
inspection that demonstrates that the 
fabric filter is in good operating 
condition. Each adjustment shall be 
recorded. 

(11) Record the results of each 
inspection, calibration, and validation 
check. 

(12) Initiate corrective action within 1 
hour of a bag leak detection system 
alarm; operate and maintain the fabric 
filter such that the alarm is not engaged 
for more than 5 percent of the total 
operating time in a 6-month block 
reporting period. If inspection of the 
fabric filter demonstrates that no 
corrective action is required, no alarm 
time is counted. If corrective action is 
required, each alarm is counted as a 
minimum of 1 hour. If it takes longer 
than 1 hour to initiate corrective action, 
the alarm time is counted as the actual 

amount of time taken to initiate 
corrective action. 

15. Section 60.58c is amended as 
follows: 

a. By adding paragraphs (b)(2)(xvi) 
through (xviii); 

b. By revising paragraph (b)(6); 
c. By revising paragraph (c) 

introductory text; 
d. By revising paragraph (c)(2); 
e. By adding paragraph (c)(4); 
f. By revising paragraph (d) 

introductory text; 
g. By adding paragraphs (d)(9) 

through (11); and 
h. By adding paragraph (g). 

§ 60.58c Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements. 

* * * * * 
(b) * * * 
(2) * * * 
(xvi) Records of the annual air 

pollution control device inspections, 
any required maintenance, and any 
repairs not completed within 10 days of 
an inspection or the timeframe 
established by the Administrator. 

(xvii) For affected facilities using a 
bag leak detection system, records of 
each alarm, the time of the alarm, the 
time corrective action was initiated and 
completed, and a brief description of the 
cause of the alarm and the corrective 
action taken. 

(xviii) For affected facilities under 
§ 60.50c(a)(3) and (a)(4), concentrations 
of CO as determined by the continuous 
emission monitoring system. 
* * * * * 

(6) The results of the initial, annual, 
and any subsequent performance tests 
conducted to determine compliance 
with the emission limits and/or to 
establish or re-establish operating 
parameters, as applicable, and a 
description of how the operating 
parameters were established or re- 
established, if applicable. 
* * * * * 

(c) The owner or operator of an 
affected facility shall submit the 
information specified in paragraphs 
(c)(1) through (c)(4) of this section no 
later than 60 days following the initial 
performance test. All reports shall be 
signed by the facilities manager. 
* * * * * 

(2) The values for the site-specific 
operating parameters established 
pursuant to § 60.56c(d) or § 60.56c(i), as 
applicable, and a description of how the 
operating parameters were established 
during the initial performance test. 
* * * * * 

(4) For each affected facility that uses 
a bag leak detection system, analysis 
and supporting documentation 
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demonstrating conformance with EPA 
guidance and specifications for bag leak 
detection systems in § 60.57c(g). 

(d) An annual report shall be 
submitted 1 year following the 
submission of the information in 
paragraph (c) of this section and 
subsequent reports shall be submitted 
no more than 12 months following the 
previous report (once the unit is subject 
to permitting requirements under title V 
of the Clean Air Act, the owner or 
operator of an affected facility must 
submit these reports semiannually). The 
annual report shall include the 
information specified in paragraphs 
(d)(1) through (9) of this section. All 
reports shall be signed by the facilities 
manager. 
* * * * * 

(9) Records of the annual air pollution 
control device inspection, any required 

maintenance, and any repairs not 
completed within 10 days of an 
inspection or the timeframe established 
by the Administrator. 

(10) For affected facilities using a bag 
leak detection system, records of each 
alarm, the time of the alarm, the time 
corrective action was initiated and 
completed, and a brief description of the 
cause of the alarm and the corrective 
action taken. 

(11) For affected facilities under 
§ 60.50c(a)(3) and (a)(4), concentrations 
of CO as determined by the continuous 
emission monitoring system. 
* * * * * 

(g) The owner or operator of an 
affected facility that uses the results of 
previous emissions tests to demonstrate 
compliance with the emission limits 
shall submit the information specified 
in paragraphs (g)(1) through (g)(4) of this 

section no later than [DATE 30 DAYS 
AFTER DATE OF PUBLICATION OF 
FINAL RULE]. All reports shall have 
been signed by the facility’s manager. 

(1) The previous emissions test results 
as recorded using the methods and 
procedures in § 60.56c(b)(1) through 
(12), as applicable. Previous emissions 
test results recorded using EPA- 
accepted voluntary consensus standards 
are also acceptable. 

(2) Certification that the test results 
are representative of current operations. 

(3) The values for the site-specific 
operating parameters established 
pursuant to § 60.56c(d) or (i), as 
applicable. 

(4) The waste management plan as 
specified in § 60.55c. 

16. Table 1 to subpart Ec is revised to 
read as follows: 

TABLE 1 TO SUBPART EC OF PART 60.—EMISSION LIMITS FOR SMALL, MEDIUM, AND LARGE HMIWI 

Pollutant Units 
(7 percent oxygen dry basis) 

Emission limits 
HMIWI size 

Small Medium Large 

1. Units for which construction is commenced after June 20, 1996 but no later than February 6, 2007 or for which modification is commenced on 
or after March 16, 1998 but no later than [THE DATE 6 MONTHS AFTER PROMULGATION OF THE FINAL RULE] 

Particulate matter ....... Milligrams per dry standard cubic meter 
(grains per dry standard cubic foot).

41 (0.018) .................. 21 (0.0090) ................ 21 (0.0090). 

Carbon monoxide ...... Parts per million by volume ........................... 32 1 ............................. 32 1 ............................. 32 1. 
Dioxins/furans ............ Nanograms per dry standard cubic meter 

total dioxins/furans (grains per billion dry 
standard cubic feet) or nanograms per dry 
standard cubic meter TEQ (grains per bil-
lion dry standard cubic feet).

111 (49) or 2.1 (0.92) 20 (8.7) or 0.53 (0.23) 20 (8.7) or 0.53 
(0.23). 

Hydrogen chloride ...... Parts per million by volume or percent reduc-
tion.

15 or 99% .................. 15 or 99% .................. 15 or 99%. 

Sulfur dioxide ............. Parts per million by volume ........................... 46 1 ............................. 46 1 ............................. 46 1. 
Nitrogen oxides .......... Parts per million by volume ........................... 225 1 ........................... 225 1 ........................... 225 1. 
Lead ........................... Milligrams per dry standard cubic meter 

(grains per thousand dry standard cubic 
feet) or percent reduction.

0.78 1 (0.34) or 71% .. 0.060 (0.026) or 98% 0.060 (0.026) or 98%. 

Cadmium .................... Milligrams per dry standard cubic meter 
(grains per thousand dry standard cubic 
feet) or percent reduction.

0.11 1 (0.048) or 66% 0.030 (0.013) or 93% 0.030 (0.013) or 93%. 

Mercury ...................... Milligrams per dry standard cubic meter 
(grains per thousand dry standard cubic 
feet) or percent reduction.

0.47 1 (0.21) or 87% .. 0.45 1 (0.20) or 87% .. 0.45 1 (0.20) or 87%. 

2. Units for which construction is commenced after February 6, 2007 or for which modification is commenced after [THE DATE 6 MONTHS 
AFTER PROMULGATION OF THE FINAL RULE] 

Particulate matter ....... Milligrams per dry standard cubic meter 
(grains per dry standard cubic foot).

41 (0.018) .................. 21 (0.0090) ................ 21 (0.0090). 

Carbon monoxide ...... Parts per million by volume ........................... 25 ............................... 25 ............................... 25. 
Dioxins/furans ............ Nanograms per dry standard cubic meter 

total dioxins/furans (grains per billion dry 
standard cubic feet) or nanograms per dry 
standard cubic meter TEQ (grains per bil-
lion dry standard cubic feet).

111 (49) or 2.0 (0.87) 16 (7.0) or 0.21 
(0.092).

16 (7.0) or 0.21 
(0.092). 

Hydrogen chloride ...... Parts per million by volume or percent reduc-
tion.

15 or 99% .................. 15 or 99% .................. 15 or 99%. 

Sulfur dioxide ............. Parts per million by volume ........................... 28 ............................... 21 ............................... 21. 
Nitrogen oxides .......... Parts per million by volume ........................... 212 ............................. 212 ............................. 212. 
Lead ........................... Milligrams per dry standard cubic meter 

(grains per thousand dry standard cubic 
feet) or percent reduction.

0.64 (0.28) or 71% ..... 0.060 (0.026) or 99% 0.060 (0.026) or 99%. 
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TABLE 1 TO SUBPART EC OF PART 60.—EMISSION LIMITS FOR SMALL, MEDIUM, AND LARGE HMIWI—Continued 

Pollutant Units 
(7 percent oxygen dry basis) 

Emission limits 
HMIWI size 

Small Medium Large 

Cadmium .................... Milligrams per dry standard cubic meter 
(grains per thousand dry standard cubic 
feet) or percent reduction.

0.060 (0.026) or 74% 0.0050 (0.0022) or 
99%.

0.0050 (0.0022) or 
99%. 

Mercury ...................... Milligrams per dry standard cubic meter 
(grains per thousand dry standard cubic 
feet) or percent reduction.

0.33 (0.14) or 96% ..... 0.19 (0.083) or 96% ... 0.19 (0.083) or 96%. 

1 Emission limit is less stringent than the corresponding limit for existing sources contained in subpart Ce. Sources that would be subject to the 
emission limits in this table also would be subject to regulation under State plans or Federal plans that would implement subpart Ce and would 
be subject to limits at least as stringent as those in subpart Ce. 

[FR Doc. E7–1617 Filed 2–5–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P 
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